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REFRESENTJLTXVES OF THE PEOPKE. 



William Vans, native citizen of Massachusetts, re- 
plies to the slanders fabricated and circulated in all news- 
papers, by the executor and heirs of John and Richard 
Codman ; also in a pamphlet written by W. H. Gardiner, 
counsellor at law, and attorney to the Codman family. 

The facts in the case are — William Vans, commen- 
ced petitioning the General Court, many years since, for 
a trial by jury : these petitions were continued until 1833. 
(Extract as follows :) " Vour petitioner represents John 
and Richard Codman to be copartners and merchants in 
France, who became indebted there to your petitioner 
by judgment condemning them as partners, to deliver to 
your petitioner fourty live thousand^ Jive hundred and 
thirteen francs y rents per year of the public debt of France. 
And your petitioner again repeats, in the year 1 835, that 
John and Richard Codman were partners^ in France up 
to the year 1802, under the name or firm of Richard 
Codman ; that appears in the Report made by Theron 
Metcalf tothe Legislature in 1833, pao;e second, which 
said — '< In the year 1794, Richard Codman went to 
France, and resided at Paris until 1802; the co-partner- 
ship however still continued. Of course the partnership 
was 7iot desolved in 1798. This is repeated in the dep 
ositions of Swan^ Cuttings Dallard and Mellvill^ Jr. ; 
they all say John and Richard Codman were partners in 
France up to the year 1802 ; and never heard this house 
was dissolved. This is again repeated in a judgment 



rendered at Paris, 23 pluveore, 9 year (French style,) or 
the year 1801; (Extract as follows :) Point defait — 
meaning the facts stated by the Court — That " John 
Codman, brother to Richard Codman and partner, with 
him in all enterprizes and operations of bankings &c. &c. 

On arriving in America with these judgments recovered 
against Richard Codman, also against John Codman, his 
partner^ your petitioner consulted counsel, learned in the 
law, who informed your petitioner his debt was barred by 
the statute, and advised him to petition the Legislature 
to suspend this law, and grant your petitioner a trial by 
jury— astliey had done for the Codman family and others. 
These petitions were continued until 1835, when W. 
H. Gardiner had the impudence to say (Vans) had no 
judgments, condemning John and Richard Codman .as 
partners — this, Gardiner circulated in every newspaper in 
America. He also said (Vans) had fraudulently altered 
papers to make a claim on lohn Codman's estate, and 
given a release of all demands on the Codmans of eve- 
ry name and nature up to the year 1818. 

This charge William Vans denies, can prove it in a 
Court of justice, before a jury, where he has petitioned 
the Legislature to go — that the Constitution guarantees 
to every citizen, saying — " No man shall be deprived of 
his life, liberty or estate^ but in a trial bv Jury.^^ There- 
fore as the Codman family have charged William Vans 
with fraudulently altering papers — that is a serious and 
criminal charge, and state prison offence ; where the 
Codman family wish to place William Vans — but dare not 
go into Court and let a jury decide the question ; they 
knowing their duplicity and fabricated falshoods, will be 
seen that are meant to deceive the public. Therefore the 
time is come w'hen William Vans replies to the Jalshoods 
circulated by W. H. Gardiner ; and reviews the Report 
made by a committee of the General Court, in 1835, 
that David L. Child, counsellor at law and attorney to 
William Vans, has answered )i: newspapers, giving a clear 
and full statement of facts in the case, naming judgment 



recovered in France, against Richard Codman and John 
Codman, as partners^ shewing the dirt thrown on the 
claim of Vans, by this family, and by their attorney, to 
be malicious and false ; the proofs will be seen in this 
narrative. 

On arriving at Paris, in France, May, 1794, I found 
there, Richard Codman, of the house of John and Rich- 
ard Codman, merchants in Boston, doing business, as 
bankers and merchants, at Paris, under the name of Rich- 
ard Codman. This being the firm used in France, by 
this house, as partners j not denied by the Codman family, 
but acknowledged by W. H. Gardner, their attorney ; 
who said before the committee — " the agreement made 
between the brothers, was that no business should be done 
or transacted in France under the name or signature of 
John and Richard Codman ; that all business done, or 
purchases made of estates, houses or lands, ishall be in the 
name of Richard Codman alone." This then was the 
firm that bound John and Richard Codman in France 
until 1802, when Richard Codman left France for 
America. 

In December, 1798, William Vans lent and |)laced in 
trust with llichard Codman, at Paris, in France, a large 
property ; then took passage for America, where he ar- 
rived, and remained until the year 1800; then returned 
to France and commenced suit at law against Richard 
Codman ; this being the firm or name used in France. 
These suits were recovered, that amounted to 45,613 
francs, rents per year of the public debt of France, that 
John and Richard Codman as partners, were condemn- 
ed to deliver your petitioner. This is proved by the Re- 
port in 1835."^ 

This Report says (Extract as follows) — '' It does ap- 
pear that said Vnns recovered sundry judgments in France 
against Richard Codman on account of his claims which 
judgments were part paid ; but whether any, aiid if any, 
what part remained unpaid, your committee have not been 
informed by any evidence before themy This Report 



proves William Vans recovered judgment against Richard 
Codman, that amounted to 45,513 francs, rents per year ; 
the Report said part was paid ; buC what part, the com- 
mittee say they do not know — nor who paid it, or tvho re- 
ceived it. 

Notwithstanding this Report, with the judgment recov- 
ered against Richard Codman ; also the judgments recov- 
ered against John Codman as partner with Richard Cod- 
man in 1801, '2 and '4, yet this Report said, {Extract as 
follows :) " Your committee do not find said Vans ever 
had ^ny just claim on John and Richard Codman as|?art- 
ner; no judgment Aarf been produced^ nor is there any 
reason to believe acy judgment eodstSj or that said Vans 
ever loaned to John and Richard Codman as copartners, 
any stock, notes or other available funds whatever, nor 
was John Codman ever indebted to said Vans, unless it 
be a few francs for costs of court ; that security was giv- 
en by one (Babut^) which may or may not have been 

This Report William Vans answers, by placing a judg- 
ment rendered at the Court of Appeal, in Paris, against 
John Codman, in August, 1804, (Extract as follows:) — 

" Napoleon by the Grace of God, &c, &c. ; the Court 
of Appeal at Paris, rendered a Decree between John Cod- 
man, appellant against William Vans and others, named 
in the judgment as plaintifFand defendant — (Point defait^) 
meaning /acte stated by the Court — 'considering ^rta%' 
John and Richard Codman are brothers, and presented as 
partners^ not denied by the counsel of John Codman, &c. 
&c. This judgment then said John Codman is con- 
demed to pay costs of Court, and a fine to the nation, for 
pretending to be a creditor of Richard Codman, when in 
fact and truth, he was partner; and the transaction ap- 
peared to the Court to be a fraudulent act made by both 
partners, to cheat the true creditors of the house. This 
judgment also said, if John Codman were realljf a credi- 
tor of Richard Codman, hh partner, he could not be paid 
until all the creditors of John and Richard Codman were 
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paid. This judgment was lent the Codman family, by 
Vans, some 26 years since ; they might see and have it 
translated. The meaning given to this judgment, by Wil- 
liam Vans, was never disputed or denied from 1810 to the 
year 1833; and again by W. H. Gardiner, in the year 
1S35^ who said in newspapers and pamphlets, Wiliiam 
Vans had no judgment condeming John and Richard Cod- 
man as partner in France. This William Vans denies^ 
and is willing to stand or fall on the truth of this asser- 
tion. And if the judgment rendered in France does noi 
condemn John Codman as partner with Richard Codman, 
William Vans has no claim on the estate of John Codman ; 
but if Vans produces judgments, that condemns John Cod- 
man as partner with Richard Codman, this family shall 
pay to William Vans, his deb^, be it more or less — And I 
DOW call on Mr Gardner to place before the public this 
judgment, dated August, 1804, now in his hands. Let 
this judgment be translated by a sworn Interpretor, as 
you pledged yourself to do, in your newspaper publica- 
tions ; we shall then see who speaks truth, and if the bold, 
impudent and possitive assertions, made by Gardner are 
true ; that D. L. Child, counsellor at law and attorney to 
Vans, answered and proved in newspapers in 1835, to be 
Jalse. Therefore as neither party placed before the com- 
mittee judgments translated by sworji interpretors, the 
committee not understanding French, said in their Report, 
William Vans had no judgment, condemning John and 
Richard Codman as partners. For this reason, I have 
caused two judgments to be translated, one by Mr Le- 
Pelliter, the other by J, B. F. Bugard, both French in- 
terpretors ; one dated Meaux, 4 messedore, 1 1 year, 
French style, or June, 1802 ; the other dated Meaux, 6 
brumaire 11 year or 1802. Now in this pamphlet^ these 
judgments say ^' The Commissary of Government," mean- 
ing Attorney General, said — '^ As regards John Codman — 
^' considering John and Richard Codman are brothers, 
and presented as partners, not denied by the counsel of 
John Codman, &c. &c. Messrs. Bugard and LePelletier, 



French interpreters, said the words in French are : Us 
ont €t€y presenties^ ccmme associes; means they were pre- 
sented as partners^ at the tinoe these judgments were ren- 
dered in 1802; they also said, '* if the words of the 
judgment were Us ont etc presenties come ayant ete associes^ 
it would mean they had formerly been partners. 

Mr Picquel, French Counsel/ said he had no doubt of 
the capability and knowledge of Mr Bugard, translator 
of the French judgment ; thinks it perfectly done — for 
which he gives his concurrence. 

Signed, ^ A. F. Picquet. 

Boston, 2lst July, 1835. 

Therefore I flatter myself the gentlemen who com- 
posed this committee, on seeing the translation of this- 
judgment, by a sworn interpretor, certified by the French 
Consul, will acknowledge it to be a judgment, condemn- 
ing John Codman as partner with Richard Codman, in 
France, in the year 1802; and do me the justice to say 
it in the General Court, in September Session ; and fur- 
ther say William Vans ought to have a trial by jury, in a 
Court of Justice. 

There is named in this pamphlet, four judgments con- 
demning John Codman, as partner, with Richard Codman 
in 1801, '2 and '4, two of these judgment are translated 
by Bugard and Pelletier, French interpretors. These 
judgments give the reasons why the Notarial Act, of 
1 10,000 francs made by Richard Codman, to his partner, 
John Codman, was annulled ; because said the judgment, 
John and Richard Codman were partners ; it ako said the 
Court do not believe Richard Codman owed John Codman 
a cent. This is the meaning of the words used in the 
judgment; yet this committee said John Codman dis- 
solved the copartnership in May, 1798. 

This is denied by Theron Metcalf in his Report of 
1833, second page. But if the copartnership was dis- 
solved, [as they say] in May, 1798, how comes the part- 
nership accounts not settled until 1801? And why was 
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not notice ^iirtti in Fnmc6 of thk dissolution in 1798 ^ 
iTet nothing was saM there until John Cbdman arrived 
at Plu^is, fronk America in 1801; then it is proclaimi^d 
Richard Codman was bankrupt, and could not pay 5-d 
of his debts; bUt this proclamation was not made until 
he had canttyeA ^11 the estates bought in his nanbe in 
France to his parttiersj John Codmau; of course, all the 
other creditors of this house were not to hsive a cent. 

Thfe Rejiort of 1836, said (Extradt asfolloVos :) " Yoiir 
committee had given an attentive hearing to the petition* 
et, and inespondents, that would not be admitted as legal 
evidence in a Court of ItM ; that during the eiaibin&tion. 
the petitioner made several calls for documents, suppd^ea 
by him to be in possession of the respondents, that ivere 
promptly produced to the fullest enquiry of thb origin of 
said Van^s pretended claims. 

This Report said evidence had been admitted that 
would not be legal in a Court of law : yet this committee 
undettuke to Repoift, Vans had no claims or judgments, 
against John Codman as partner with Richard Codman 
and decide bjr emdince, that would not be admitted in a 
Cdurt of law. The Report also said eviety thing called 
for wa^ produced.-^t ask wab the Act of co-partnership 
between John and Richard Codman made in 1791, cal- 
led for aiid produced ? And again ask, were the books 
kept by Richard Codman in France, produced ? iay Let- 
tet^Rockj BUl'Book, Ledger and Day-Book^ were thete 
books produced ? I repeat what answer was niade to 
these calls ? William n. Gardiner, attorney to the Cbd- 
oMns, said there were nO written act of copartnership ; 
nM* did Richard Codman keep any bookd in France, 
sworn to by Stephen Codman as executoh He had ho 
kAolvledge of any Written act of copartneri»hip,nor df aAy 
b^ks kept by Richard Codmatt in France. 

William Vans, now 72 years old, entered the counting- 
htftase of the irit iherchants in Boston, at 14, reihaiiied 
there five years, and since then, been a large lihip bWne^, 
done business in oil parts of the world, but never heard 

2* 
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until this day of a merchant doing business with a fortune 
of 200,000 dollars, take into partnership another not 
worth a cent, and make no agreement in writing; 
yet the executor swore, there was no written agreement 
between John and Richard Codman. This farce no one 
will believe that Richard Codman kept no books in France, 
where he resided 8 years with a counting-house and 
clerks, doing business in' the name of Richard Codman, 
this being the firm agreed on by both brothers, and for 

freater security^ Richard Codman should have said^ he 
ept no hooksy not even a letter-book ; yet it appeared 
letters were written by John Codman to Richard Cod- 
man, in France, that shows they were partners. It is 
something new in the mercantile world, for partners^ liv- 
ing in different countries, doing btmness for millions, and 
keep no books — yet this committee undertake to jmto- 
nounce on the claims of Vans, when if the books kept by 
Richard Codman in France, were produced, it would have 
shown what became of the property placed by Vans, in 
this house, confirmed by judgments in 1801, '2 and '4 ; 
yet these books are kept back, that would prove so muchj 
not named or noticed in the Report of 1835 ; nor all the 
accounts of Mr Recamia, banker at Paris, produced, or 
named in this Report — ^yet the executor and heirs said 
there was no written act of partnership^ nor any books 
kept by Richard Codman in France ; but when letters or 
accounts are wanted to DECEIVE the public and prove 
John and Richard Codman WERE NOT copartners, in 
France, then letters and accounts B.ve found snd produced, 
EVEN private letters of Vans to Codman are read and 
commented onby W* H. Gardiner, before the committee 
in the year 1 835. 

I now place the translation of a French judgment, by I. 
A. Pelletier, interpretor and translator of the English and 
French language, rendered at Meaux, in France, 5 Bru^ 
maire, 11th year of the French Republic, or month of 
October, 1802. 
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^MN THE NAME OF THE FRENCH REPUB- 
LIC one and indivisable, the Court of the first instance 
in the District of Meaux, third department of Seine and 
Marne, rendered a judgment as follows: 

'' In the Vebate raised in this tribunal between .lean 
Jacques Paccaud, French citizen, residing at Paris, Quaid' 
Orleans, Isle St. Lowes, number 14, demander and plaintiff 
to finish his exposition in answer to the Ordinance qf th^ 
citizen President of this tribunal, dated first of the pres- 
ent month, enregistered at IVfeaux, the same day of 
the summons made by Cohu, Sheriff at Meaux ; also en- 
registered at Meaux, by Ardine the Fourth, on the same 
^^y^ l>y Jerome Beuon, who appeared as his lawyer, on tlie 
one part, against John Codmau,merchant, living at Boston, 
defendant and defaulter ^ on the other part — Point defait ; 
meaning /acte stated by the Court, By a judgment render- 
ed at the tribunal of Commerce of the Seine, the second 
messidore, ninth year of the Republic, confirmed by two 
other judgments of the Court of Appeal of the same de- 
partment, the 21 messidore, and 5 vandemaire following ; 
the first by default, the second judgment contradictory^ 
(meaning all parties appeared,) — Richard Codman, banker 
at Paris, and proprietor, t(?a5 condemned to deliver citizen 
Paccaud, an inscription, tier consolida, of eight thousand 
four hundred and fifteen francs, rent per year, of the 
consolidated debt of France — and pay the arrearages 
due on said rents, counting from the 8 Vaudemaue, ninth 
year of the French Republic — Also the expenses settled 
by writ of the 13th Brumaire, 10th year of the Republic, 
for the sum of nine hundred and forty francs, 4 centimes, 
to pay citizen Paccaud, for making an inscription on the 
property of Richard Codman, situated in the District of 
Meaux, at the Beaureau-^Hypothick, were the inscrip- 
tion of ninety thousand francs was made on the estima- 
ted value of the eight thousand four hundred and fifteen 
francs, rent per year of public debt of France. And 
also, one hundred francs, for expences which had not then 
been fixed, that results from the certificate given by the 
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keeper of th/B Beaureau of mortgagest at Me^ux, the 8 
messidore, 9 jear of the French Republic. 

That, on the 23 pluriore 9 yeare, or23d Januairy, 1801, 
** John Codnian brother of Richard Codnoan, and partner 
with him in all enterprises and operations of banking, &c» 

And also a pretended creditor of H. Codman,ia the sum 
of one hundred and ten thousand francs, who had request- 
ed an inscription at the Beaureau of mortgages at Meaux 
on the property of his brother and partner Rich'd Codman. 

^y suggestions and introductory summons by Mr Pac- 
caud, who in vain tried to conciliate before the judge of 
the peace, as appears by the proces verbal made at the 
town and district of Meaux, 23 messidore last, the delin- 
quent, Richard Codman did izo^ appear, and produce his 
claim on John Codman, and prove his debt in Court, that 
he pretended to have on his brother and partner, 

Therefoe the Court orders him to make oath of his claim, 
andin default thereof the said obligation of 110,000 francs 
shall 6^ come null and mid, and be eraced from the re- 
gister, were it ha«s been inscribed. 

The case was called by the first bailiff on duty — Je- 
rome Berson — for the plaintiff, insists on his conclusions 
made in his petition — and demands judgment for his debt 
and expenses. 

The Court having heard Mr Berson in his pleadings, to- 
gether with the commissary of government in his demand, 
pronounce judgment on the final appeal against'the delin-" 
quent for not appearing, nor an attorney for him,^/ioiig-/t du- 
ly called, DECREE'—on the demand of citizen Paccaud, 
on oath, That the inscription made by John Codman, on 
the estate of Richard Codman his brother and partner, at 
the beaureau hypothick at Meaux, 23 pluviose 9 year of 
the Republic, 5Aa// be eraced from the register, were it 
may have been inscribed ; the keeper of mortgages is 
ordered to discharge it, and condemns John Codman to 
damages and interest, and give a declaration to Mr Pac- 
caud* Condemns also John Codman to the ex;penses of 
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t^rty-fpur francs^ thi^t doQs wt inckide the recoMling and 
signification of tho present judgooienu 

The Court doing Justice to the conchisioos of the coQi* 
missary of government, condemn John Codnpian to thirty 
frauQS finer to the nation, for not appearing at the office 
of the judge of the peaqe. This judgment shall be exe- 
cuted according to law. Done and judged at Meauxy in 
presence of the citioyens» Etienne Francois Le Pelletea, 
President ; Citii^en Delain, Pierre Navarre and Claude 
Jrace Benoist Lucy. In presence of the Commissary of 
the Government, o beumaire, 11 year of the Republic, or 
October 1802. 

In the nan^e of the republic the sherifi* is ordered to see 
thisi judgment executed ; and the commissary of the go* 
vernment to order it done. In faith of which the pres- 
ent judgment is signed by the President and Recorder, 
Signed, Mirud, Defain. 

Boston^ 6th August^ 1835. I certify this to be a trans- 
lation of the above-^named French judgment, dated 5th 
beumaire^ 1 1 y^ear of the Republic ; and have given a true 
and faithful meaning of it in English, that says ^^ John 
Codman was partner with Richard Codman in aU busi- 
ness done in France up to the year 1802« when this judg* 
trient was rendered at the Court of Meaux, in the then 
Republic oi France, but now kingdom. (Signed,) 

J. A. Pelletier interpretor and translator of the French 
and English language . 

Commonicealth of Massachusetts^ 
Suffolk, August IS35. 
Then personally appeared the above*named J. A. Pel- 
letier, and made oath to the truth of the certificate afore- 
said by him subscribed before- me, 

S. D. WARD, Justice of Peace. 

The next ju(%ment against John Codman, contains 30 
pages of the same tenor of the one certified by Pelletier 
in this pamphlet, that has been translated from the French 
into Engltsth by B; F. Bugard, interpretor of languages, 
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dated Meaux io France, 4 missedore, 1 1 year of the 
French Republic, or the 2Sd June, 1^)2. Thisjudg^ 
ment condemns John Codman as partner with Richard 
Codman in the words following ; 

Finally, considering that John and Richard Codmaii 
are brothers, and heea presented ns partners, that was not 
denied by the counsel of John Codman, &c., &c. 

Mr Bugard observes the words in French, stated in the 
judgment are ^Mls ont ete presenties comme associes^ 
means they were presented as partners at the time the 
judgment was rendered in the year 1802, 

For had the Court meant to say they h:id formerly been 
partners, the words would have been •* lis ont ete presen- 
ties comme AYANT ete associes, meaning they formerly 
had been partners. These two judgments have been 
translated by sworn interpretors. That proves John Cod- 
man was partner with Richard Codman in 1802. And I 
now call on the executor and heirs of John and Richard 
Codman to produce a notice made in the public papers, 
lAo^ dissolved the co-partnership of John aud Richard Cod-* 
man, in the year 1798, according to law. 

In America or France^ this they know cannot be done. 
As these judgments show John and Richard Codman uoere 
partners in France up to the year 1802, notwithstanding 
the publications made by W. H. Gardiner, that said (Van^ 
had no judgments condeming John and Richard Codman 
as partners ; this Mr Gardiner knows to be false. I there- 
fore again repeat — there is not a sentence of truth in the 
publications of W. H, Gardiner, To prove it, go into 
Court, and let a jury say, if John and Richard Codman 
were not co-partners in their transactions with me in De- 
cember 1798. There being no other way of coming at 
the truth of this transaction, but in a trial by jury, before 
a court competent to decide it. 

WILLIAM VANS. 
Boston, \9th August^ 1835. 

, N. B. There are tirentj gentlemen that read French, who 
would certify this is a true translation : their names I shall publish 
in newspapers, by their permission, in a few days. W. V. 
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